AMENDMEN r UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.111 Attorney Docket No. Q78006 

U.S. Appln. No. 10/685,649 

REMARKS 

This Amendment, filed in reply to the Office Action dated May 24, 2006. is believed to 
be fully responsive to each point of rejection raised therein. Accordingly, favorable 
reconsideration on the merits is respectfully requested. 

Claims 5-37 are all the claims pending in the application. 

I. Claim Objections 

The Examiner has objected to claims 5 and 34 because "lever" should be "level" in line 5 
of the respective claims. Applicant hereinabove amends the claims to obviate this objection. 

II. Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

The Examiner has rejected claims 31 and 33 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Mitsuhiko (JP 08-023422) ["Mitsuhiko"]. 

Applicant hereinabove amends claim 31 to include features of prior pending claim 5. 

Applicant submits that Claim 3 1 recites an image forming apparatus that comprises a 
■'light source drive signal generation unit [that] is configured to adjust a power of said light beam 
such that said certain power level with which said sectional beam diameter is substantially fixed 
coincides with a threshold level for said photosensitive material to blacken," the certain power 
level corresponding to a point where "the light beam has a sectional beam diameter that is 
substantially fixed ... oven if defocus occurs." 

Applicant submits that Mitsuhiko does not disclose or suggest the claimed light source 
drive signal generation unit as set forth in claim 3 1 . Claim 3 1 recites subject matter similar to 
that argued in the filing of February 28, 2006, for claim 5, which the Examiner has found 
allowable. 
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Claim 33 is patentable at least by virtue of its dependency on claim 31. 

III. Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The Examiner has rejected claims 32 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mitsuhiko in view of Miyagawa et al. (US 6,208,371) ["Miyagawa"] • 

The Examiner relies on Mitsuhiko for teaching most of the features of claim 32, but 
concedes that Mitsuhiko does not disclose the claimed recording a line width or a dot size, which 
is determined depending upon a threshold value for said photosensitive material to blacken and 
which is substantially fixed even if defocus occurs. The Examiner relies on Miyagawa to 
disclose the claimed recording. 

Applicant submits that claim 32 is patentable based on its dependency as Miyagawa does 
not make up for the deficiencies of the primary reference. 

IV. Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicant gratefully acknowledges the allowability of claims 5-30 and 34-37. Applicant 
submits that in response to the Examiner's Statement on Reasons for Allowance that the claims 
should be deemed allowable based on their respective recitations. The Examiner's Statement 
appears to use terminology not specifically set forth in the claims. 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 
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llic USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 

Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 

overpayments to said Deposit Account. 

Respectfully submitted. 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC (^san g/l 

Telephone: (202)293-7060 Registration No. 41,239 

Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 



Date: November 22, 2006 
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